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Ib the Court of Appeals of the District of Columbia 


Kichakd Thornton, Appellant, 

vs. 

Vandelia Thornton. 


No. 1406. 


a Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

Vandelia Thornton, Complainant,') 

vs. ^ V No. 24174. In Equity. 

Richard Thornton, Defendant. 1 

United States of America, I 
District of Columbia, f ' 

Be it remembered, that in the supreme court of the District of 
Columbia, at the city of Washington, in said District, at the times 
hereinafter mentioned, the following papers were filed and proceed¬ 
ings had, in the above-entitled cause, to wit:— 

1 Petition for Maintenance. 

• Filed September 1,1903. 

In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

Vandelia Thornton ') 

vs. > Equity. No. 24174. 

Richard Thornton. J 

To the honorable justice holding an equity term for said court: 
Petitioner complains as follows: 

1. That petitioner is a citizen of the United States, and a resident 

of the city of Washington, District of Columbia; and has so resided, 
for more than nine years immediately preceding the institution of. 
this suit. Petitioner further avers that her husband, the respondent,' 
is also a citizen of the United States, and has resided in the city of 
Washington most of his life, and is now residing in said city and 
District. ' . 

2. That petitioner and respondent were married in Portsmouth, 
Virginia, by the Rev. J. M. Arinstead,..a minister of the Baptist 
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church, and who was duly authorized to solemnize marriages, on 
the 8th day of August, 1894. 

3. That immediately previous to said marriage the respondent 
had been a sailor in the United States Navy, but a few months 
thereafter his time expired, and since then he has resided in Wash¬ 
ington city. That for a short time after their marriage respondent 
treated petitioner in comparatively a kind manner, so that she had 
no substantial grounds for complaint against him. 

2 4. That about the commencement of the Cuban war the 
respondent formed an intimacy and illicit and unlawful asso¬ 
ciation with a certain woman, which resulted in his neglecting this 
petitioner, and becoming indifferent and cruel in his treatment of 
her; he stated to her that he wanted her to leave him, that he did 
not care where she went, and by his manner and language tried all 
he could to make her leave his mother’s house where they were then 
living; finally, such constant treatment induced her to seek refuge 
at the house of his sister, at the time she had an infant, and, being 
fearful of bodily harm from him, she left at four o’clock in the morn¬ 
ing and induced his brother-in-law to come back with her to the 
house to get lier child. At the time of the treatment aforesaid, his 
mother was in Charlottesville, Virginia, and when she expected to 
return in about two weeks he came to me aud made all sorts of pro¬ 
fessions and promises of reformation on his part, and that he would 
in the future treat me kindl}’^, his object being to prevent his mother 
knowing of his conduct aforesaid. Upon the faith of said promises 
petitioner did return and continued to live at his raotber’s home. 
She further alleges that while she received her board at his mother’s 
house, she was compelled to go out and work for her own clothing, 
aud so forth, and that he gave her nothing, but on the contrary 
would claim and borrow her earnings. 

5. She further alleges that from the time of the incident set forth 
in the above paragraph respondent has been resorting to all sorts of 
petty annoyances for the purpose of inducing her to leave him; he 
even went so far as to ask her to sign a paper stating that she did 

not wish to live with him as his wife, and stating to her that 

3 she might get a divorce or that he intended to get one, when 
he knew he had no grounds for so doing. This sort of conduct 

continued until it became almostinsufFerable,and it culminated in his 
inducing his mother to say to me that she wanted me to leave her 
premises and I must leave her; the respondent joining in this re¬ 
quest. Your petitioner alleges that under such circumstances she 
was compelled to leave and went again to his sister’s borne, where' 
she now is, and from whom she receives kind treatment. She 
further alleges that her husband is a sporting man, and she believes 
the secret of his treatment of her, and so alleges, is because he is 
going with another woman, aud prefers said woman to petitioner.- 

6. Your petitioner further alleges that through her attorney, she 
proposed to him to make some provision by way of a marriage set¬ 
tlement for her support, and that if they”could not live together 
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that she would return to her mother in Virginia, but the respondent 
refused, stating that he would do nothing for her, and she could not 
make him do it, and still refuses to give one cent towards her sup¬ 
port in any way. And she further alleges that she is wholly de¬ 
pendent upon her own exertions, and is suffering now from her 
back caused b}’' the respondent violently throwing her out of bed. 

7. Petitioner alleges that respondent has an interest in certain 
real estate in Washiiigton after the termination of his mother’s life 
estate; that upon said interest a few mouths ago he borrowed the 
sum of eleven hundred dollars, as he told me, and I joined with him 

at his request in the deed of trust that secured the same. He 

4 is also conducting a coal yard, and carries on a good business 
there; she alleges that he is amply able to support herself 

and himself comfortably, and slie avers upon information and belief 
that hi.s profits from said coal yard would average seventy-five dol¬ 
lars per mouth. 

8. Your petitioner avers that for nine years she has been a faith¬ 
ful and loyal wife to the respondent, and is ready now to discharge 
her duties as such if he will treat her in any way with reasonable 
kindness; that she has born- him two children, and is now suffering 
as afoi’esaid on account of violence in his treatment of her; and she 
thinks it now reasonable and proper that she should apply to the 
court to make him award her a reasonable support, and a reason¬ 
able attorney’s fee for conducting her case. 

She therefore prays as follows: 

Prayers. 

1. That the process of this court may issue against Richard 
Thornton, the respondent, to compel him to answer the exigency of 
this bill. 

2. That the court will require the respondent to pay to this pe¬ 
titioner a reasonable sum for her maintenance and support during 
her natural life, or until the further order of the court. 

3. That the court will grant her such other and further relief as 
the nature of the case may require. 

The respondent to this bill is Richard Thornton. 

VANDELIA THORNTON. 

5 District op Columbia, ss: 

Vandalia Thornton being first duly sworn, deposes and says<: 
That she has read the foregoing petitioner by her subscribed and 
that she knows the contents thereof; that the matters and things 
therein set forth upon her personal knowledge are true, and those 
stated on information and belief she believes to be true. 

VANDELIA THORNTON. 

, J. McD. CARRINGTON, 

Par Plaintiff. . 
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Subscribed and sworn to before me this 1st. day of September, 
1903. 


J. R. YOUNG, Clerk, 

By J. W. LATIMER, Ass’« Clerk. 


Answer of Defendant. 

Filed September 19,1903. 

In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, Holding an 

Equity Court. 

Vandelia Thornton) 

vs. VEq. # 24174, Eq. Doc. # 54. 

Richard Thornton, j 

This defendant reserving all, and all manner of exceptions to the 
said bill for the many imperfections appearing therein, to so much 
thereof as he is advised by counsel is material for him to answer, an¬ 
swering, saith: 

6 First. That the allegations of the first and second para¬ 
graphs of said bill of complaint relating to the citizenship of 

the parties, their residence and marriage are true and admitted. 

Second. As to paragraph three of complainant’s bill, the defend¬ 
ant further answering, admits that he was in the United States Navy 
prior to his intermarriage with the complainant, and avers that he 
continued to do service in the United States Navy after his said in¬ 
termarriage with the complainant which occurred on the eighth 
day of August A. D. 1894 to the month of November of the same 
year. That immediately after their said intermarriage, the defend¬ 
ant and the complainant went to live with the brother of the com¬ 
plainant in the city of Portsmbuth in the State of Virginia, where 
they resided until on or about the second day of Sept. A. D. 1894. 
That from the time of their said intermarriage aforesaid, to the time 
of the defendant’s discharge from the United States Navy, the de¬ 
fendant treated the complainant with every consideration of love 
and affection, and did all that was in his power to make complain¬ 
ant and her home happy, and contributed faithfully and freely to-* 
wards the support and maintenance of complainant. The defend¬ 
ant contributed half of his wages towards the support and main¬ 
tenance of the complainant from the time of their said intermarriage 
■to the time of his discharge from the United States Navy. 

That in the month of November, A. D. 1894, the defendant and 
the complainant came to the city of Washington, District.of Colum¬ 
bia, and went to live at # 1620 Third street N. W., in said city and 
District, where they have been living since they came to the city of 
Washington, and where they were living at the time the com- 

7 plainant left the defendant as will be hereinafter set forth, 
and where the defendant still lives. . • 
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That from the time the defendant and the complainant came to 
Washington as aforesaid, to the year 1899, the defendant was em¬ 
ployed at several places, receiving for his services on an average of 
about seven (|7.00) per week, from»which amount he contributed 
towards the support and maintenance of the complainant, during afl 
of w'hich time the defendant treated the complainant with kindness 
and affection, and gave complainant no cause to complain as ad¬ 
mitted by complainant in her said bill of complaint. 

That in the summer of the year 1898, the complainant sought and 
obtained the defendant’s permission to go to Lexington, in Green 
county, in the State of New York to work, the defendant at the time, 
advised her that it was not necessary for her to go awa}^ to work, 
that she was being properly cared for at home. Complainant 
promptly admitted that she was being properly cared for by defend¬ 
ant at their home, but that her only reason for wanting to go away 
to work, was to enable her to get things in addition to those fur¬ 
nished her by the defendant. That the complainant after leaving 
Lexington aforesaid in the fall of of the year 1898, went to the city of 
Philadelphia in the State of Penn, and remained there until the 
spring of 1899. 

• That in the summer of 1899 and 1900, the defendant went to work 
in Atlantic City in the State of New Jerse}', and that upon the ur¬ 
gent request and solicitation of the complainant the defendant al¬ 
lowed her to accompany him to Atlantic City aforesaid. That the 
mone}' the defendant made while in Atlantic City, was spent in pro¬ 
viding for complainant and her home. 

8 Third. Answering the fourth' paragraph of complainant’s 

’: bill, the defendant denies that he has ever, since his said in¬ 

termarriage, formed an intimacy, and illicit and unlawful associa¬ 
tion with a certain woman, and the defendant avers most seriously, 
that the complainant’s allegation in this regard is without founda¬ 
tion in fact; is absolutely false; and is the product and offspring 
of complainant’s jealousy as will hereinafter be shown. 

• For further answer to the said paragraph four of complainant’s 
bill, the defendant avers, that he has never since his said intermar¬ 
riage with the complainant, neglected her, nor has he ever become 
cruel and indifferent towards her, but on the contrary, alleges, that 
he has been faithful and constant in his devotion of complainant, 
and still remains faithful and constant to her, but avers tliat he has 
been made to suffer much of mental pain and anguish because of com^- 
plainant’s persistently false accusations of defendant’s unfaithfulness, 
-due entirely to complainant’s jealous nature and unwarrantable’ 
imagination. 

That-the defendant has always overlooked and still overlooks the 
false accusations made by complainant, and would endeavor to 
reason with complainant and satisfy her that her suspicions were 
ill-founded and ill-begotten. •. 

• For further answer to the said fourth paragraph of complainant’s 
hill,, the defendant ^seriously denies 4hati he ..ever, stated, that he 
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wanted the complainant to leave him, that he did not care where 
she went, but avers, that his manner and language has at all time-, 
and under all circumstances been towards the complainant what 
the language and manners of a husband should be to his wife. 

For further answer to the said fourth paragraph of com- 

9 plaiuant’s bill, the defendant sa3's, that no treatment on his 
part caused the complainant to leave him and his home, but 

alleges that complainant left while in a heat of passion and jealous 
rage, and after remaining away for a short period of time, complain¬ 
ant returned to the defendant and his home. The defendant admits 
that the complainant has been a faithful and lawful wife to him as 
alleged b^’^ complainant in the eighth paragraph of her said bill of 
complainant, but avers that the complainant is insanely jealous of 
the defendant, and as such, complainant seizes upon every trifling 
incident of their daily life in order to pour forth upon the defend¬ 
ant an endless stream of abuse. That whenever the defendant would 
go out at night, no matter for what cause or purpose, complainant 
would invariably charge him with going abroad for immoral pur¬ 
poses, she well linowing that such assertions were false, and had no 
foundation save in her imagination and in her systematic sus¬ 
picion of defendant’s unfaithfulness. As an illustration of the 
coraplainant’s'conduct in this regard and her reason for leaving de¬ 
fendant’- home as alleged by complainant in the said fourth para¬ 
graph of her bill of complaint, the defendant submits the following: 
The defendant is now and has been for some time employed by his 
mother at her coal yard #1519 Fourth street, N. W. in‘the city of 
Washington, District of Columbia. That being so employed, the 
defendant of necessity deals with quite a number of people, some 
of whom being women. That some time ago a lady whose name 
the defendant does not remember left an order for coal to be 
delivered at her house; that the complainant came around to the 
office, as was her daily habit to see who came in to buy, and saw 
the lady’s name signed to the order. The mere seeing of 

10 ■ the name became the signal for the complainant flying off into 

a rage of uncontrollable passion, accusing the defendant of 
having an engagement with the women whose name the complain¬ 
ant saw. Somehow the complainant permitted the defendant to 
escape the vials of her wrath on this opcasion, but sought to satiate 
her jealous spirit by dressing herself and calling on the lad}', which 
she did, very much to her embarrassment and humiliation, when 
she realized at last, that her passion and jealousy had led her astray. 

That on the same night the complainant went through the de¬ 
fendant’s pockets in search of love letters she imagined were there, 
and when the complainant did come across a letter that in her 
opinion was written by a woman, she in her mad and jealous frenzy, 
seized the defendant around the waist, tore his night shirt from his 
body, and continued to persue the defendant until he was forced to 
make some show of resistance, solely, for the purpose of freeing him¬ 
self from the complainant. That in the defendant’s effort to release 
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himself from'the complainant, she caught defendant’s finger in her 
mouth and inflicted an injury upon him from which he is now 
suffering. That while the defendant was endeavoring to free him¬ 
self from the complainant’s grasp, she fell upon the floor, and that 
accounts for her alleged injury as set forth in paragraph six of com¬ 
plainant’s said bill of complaint. That the following morning when 
the defendant thought that all was quietand that peace and calm had 
been restored, (as he paid no attention to the incident) very much 
to defendant’s surprise, complainant left the defendant’s home 

11 and sought shelter in the home of the defendant’s sister. This 
the defendant submits, is the only reason why the complain¬ 
ant left the home of the defendant. 

The defendant denies having made any professions or promises of 
reformation, and sincerely avers that there was no necessity for such 
professions and promises of reformation, as his treatment, conduct 
and manner towards the complainant has always been that of a 
faithful husband. 

The defendant alleges that his home has always been and still is 
at 1520 Third St., N. W., in the city of Washington, District of 
Columbia. That his home is nicely and comfortably furnished, and 
has been occupied since their said intermarriage by the defendant, 
his mother and the complainant. The defendant further avers, that 
the complainant has received every kindness and consideration from 
his mother, even to the exclusion of her own children. That the 
complainant has been furnished both by the defendant and his 
mother with every reasonable comfort, and everything reasonable 
has been done for the complainant both on the part of the defend¬ 
ant and his mother that kindness, affection and love could suggest. 
That the complainant since her said intermarriage with the defend¬ 
ant has been furnished by the defendant with all reasonable and 
necessary clothing, and that her desire to go out to work as herein¬ 
before set forth, and which she did over the protest of the defendant 
and his mother, was due solely and absolutely to a craving madness 
on the part of the complainant to dress beyond the means of the 
defendant, and this is the secret and foundation of the complain¬ 
ant’s allegation of having to work. The defendant denies that 
• he has ever Ijorrbwed one cent from the complainant, but 

12 on the contrary alleges that he has contributed about the 
sum of twenty-five ($25.00) dollars towards the purchase of a 

lot for the complainant’s mother. The defendant denies seriously 
of ever having resorted to any petty annoyances for the purpose of 
inducing the complainant to leave him and his home, or that he 
ever induced her to sign a paper stating that she did not wish to 
live with him any more as his wife, and stating to her that she 
might get a divorce, or that he intended to get one.” All of this 
the defendant alleges to be false and without foundation. 

• The defendant at no time, either by word, act, or deed induced 
his mother to request the complainant to leave the house; hut that 
the complRihant’s leaving and being again compelled to seek shelter 
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in the house of defendant’s sister, was due to that same imagination ’ 
and jealousy, “ that the defendant was going with another woman, 
and that she believes the secret of his treatment of her, and so al-. 
leges is because he is going with another woman, and prefers another • 
woman to the petitioner.” This the complainant avers in the fifth. 
paragraph of her said bill of complaint, all of which the com¬ 
plainant knows to be false and has no reason, to believe it to be 
true. 

As another illustration of the complainant’s conduct in this regard 
and as the reason for her hasty and unwarrantable departure from 
the house of the defendant on the occasion mentioned in the fifth 
paragraph of the complainant’s said bill of complaint, the defendant 
submits the following: That the complainant on the night of her 
last leaving home accused the defendant of having instituted divorce 
proceedings against her, saying that the same had been pend- 

13 ing for about the period of three months, and because the. 
defendant dared to deny such an allegation, the untruthful¬ 
ness of which will be verified by a reference to the records in the 
clerk’s office of the supreme court of the District of Columbia; the 
complainant flew into a rage of uncontrollable passion. That the de¬ 
fendant and his mother tried all they could to quiet and calm the 
complainant, endeavored to reason with complainant and show her 
that her accusations were false and that she had been misinformed, 
but all to no avail, as persuasion and entreaty only increased her 
passion, jealousy and madness. Finally when complainant would- 
not desist from her unreasonable and unbearable conduct during the • 
late hours of the night, which was an annoyance to all who heard 
her, the defendant’s mother said to complainant “ You must ceased to: 
carry on as you do without any cause, or you must go somewhere 
else for the night.” At. this the complainant left the house of the 
defendant and went to the home of the defendant’s sister where she 
now is. 

Fourth. For answer to the sixth paragraph of the said bill of com¬ 
plaint, the defendant admits that the complainant after leaving him' 
and his home as aforesaid, and without any just cause or provoca¬ 
tion, did through her attorney make a proposition to the defendant 
to make some provision by way of a marriage settlement for com¬ 
plainant’s support. The defendant acting on the advice of his attor¬ 
ney, refused, and does still refuse to make any such settlement as 
aforesaid, while the complainant is living apart and separate from 
the defendant without cause or provocation. Defendant through- 
his attorney stated to complainant through her attorney, that his 
home was open for her whenever she.desired to return thereto; 
that he was not the cause of her leaving; that he did not re- 

14 quest her to leave; that he stood willingly and ready at all 
times to support and maintain her and contribute to com¬ 
plainant’s happiness and comfort as he has done since the time of 
nis intermarriage with her, but the complainant refused so to return 
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and does still refuse to return, although the defendant’s home has 
been and still — open to her. 

Fifth. For answer to the seventh paragraph of complainant’s bill, 
the defendant admits that he has an interest in certain real estate, 
situate in the city of Washington, District of Columbia, but avers 
that said interest is a contingent one, the contingency being to wit, 
the death of defendant’s mother, who is a life tenant, the defendant 
being the remainderman in fee. Defendant denies that a few months 
ago he borrowed the sum of eleven ($1,100) hundred dollars or any 
other sum on his interest in said property, but avers that the above 
named amount was borrowed by his mother. The defendant hav¬ 
ing a contingent remainder in fee was required to join in the ideed 
of trust to secure the amount aforesaid, and that the complainant 
joined with the defendant in signing said deed of trust. For fur¬ 
ther answer to the said seventh paragraph of complainant’s bill, the 
defendant denies that he is now, or that he has ever conducted a 
coal yard in his own right, but alleges that the same is owned and 
control-ed by his mother absolutely, and that he has the manage¬ 
ment of said coal yard, and receives for his services as such man¬ 
ager a certain stipulated amount to wit, seven ($7.00) dollars per 
week, of all of which the complainant has knowledge. 

15 Sixth. For answer to the eighth and last paragraph of 
complainant’s bill, the defendant admits that the complain¬ 
ant has born- him two children, both of which are now dead, the 
last one having died some four or five years ago. The defendant 
earnestly avers that he stands ready and willing to discharge of all of 
his duties as a loyal and faithful husband should, if complainant 
will return to the defendant’s home, but that in law and in equity 
defendant should not be made to provide for the support and 
maintenance of complainant when her leaving him was without 
cause or provocation, and when his home is open to receive her. 

The defendant earnestly avers that he has always faithfully dis¬ 
charged of all of his duties as a kind and good husband should, and 
at all times treated complainant with kindness and affection, and in 
all things acted and conducted himself in a manner becoming a 
good, true, faithful and dutiful companion, and gave complainant 
no cause whatever to complain, but that the complainant either 
grossly indifferent to or ignorant of the mutual duties and obliga¬ 
tions of their relationship, has absented herself from the defendant 
and from his home, and does continue to absent herself from the 
defendant, and his home all against the will of the defendant, and 
without just cause or provocation, other than her ungovernable 
temper and uncontrollable jealousy. 

Having answered fully, the defendant prays that he may be hence¬ 
forth dismissed with costs< 

RICHARD THORNTON, Defendant. 

ROYAL A. HUGHES, 

Attorney for Defendant 

2 — 1406 a 
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16 I do solemnly swear that I have read the foregoing answer 
by me subscribed and know the contents thereof, that the 
facts therein stated upon my personal knowledge pe true,_ and that 
the facts therein stated upon information and belief I believe to be 
true. 

EICHAED THOENTON. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 12th day of September, 


A. D.1903. 
[seal.] 


GEOEGE F. COLLINS, 

Notary Public. 


17 Petition for Maintenance, &c. | 

Filed October 20,1903. i 

In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

Vandblia Thornton ") 

vs. > Equity. No. 24174. 

Eichabd H. Thornton.) 

To the honorable justice holding the equity terra of said court: 

Your petitioner complains as follows : 

1. Your petitioner alleges that she filed her petition in the above 
entitled cause on the 1st day of September, 1903, the facts contained 
in said petition are prayed to be taken as part of and considered 
with this petition. 

2. Your petitioner alleges that her husband, the respondent, is 
the owner of the coal yard referred to in her petition and all the 
profits from said coal yard go to him exclusively, and not to his 
mother as set forth in his answer; she alleges further that the will 
of his father, Eichard Thornton, Senior, was admitted to probate 
among the records of the District of Columbia in 1888, and that by 
said will he will become the owner at the death of his mother who 
is an aged person, perhaps seventy years of age, in fee, of three 
houses numbered 1520,1522, and 1624 Third street, northwest, in 
the city of Washington, perhaps worth twenty-five hundred dollars 
each ; she further says that it is true as alleged in her bill that he 

borrowed about eleven hundred dollars upon his interest in 

18 said property, and that be used the said sura of money himself, 
and It was not used by his mother as alleged in his said answer. 

She further alleges that he will have a one-fourth interest in lot 4, 
square 521, in said city, which said interest will be worth perhaps 
four or five hundred dollars. 

3. Petitioner alleges that she is now at his sister’s home, and that 
she is afraid to return to him; that this is the second occasion she 
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has been compelled to leave him; that if she had not left him on 
the first occasion she believes he would have killed her; that she 
did return to him under his promise that he would treat her 
better; that he has renewed his former ill-treatment, and both he 
and his mother told her she must leave their place, and thatshe is now 
at his sister’s home totally without means, except small sums as she 
can make in service; that she is now and always has been ready 
to discharge her duties as a loyal wife towards the respondent, if 
she can do so in safety and in decency and in comfort. 

4. She further says that his persistent ill-treatment she believes 
is to attempt to induce her to obtain a divorce, that he has lost all 
affection for lier, and his affections are directed towards some other 
woman; she therefore prays that the court will award her reason¬ 
able alimony during the pendency of this suit and a reasonable at- 
tornej^’s fee that she may be able to take evidence and present the 
same to the court. She further says that she has been patient and 
suffered great anxiety of mind and been in great apprehen- 
19 sion and fear for a number of years, and she therefore thinks 
that she has a right to relief from the court. 

She therefore prays as follows: 

1. That the court will award her reasonable maintenance during 
the pendency of this suit and for such further time as the court may 
think proper; and also a reasonable attorney’s fee. 

2. That the court will grant her such further and other relief as 
the nature of the case may require. 

VANDELIA THORNTON. 


District of Columbia, To wit ; 

Vandelia, Thornton being first duly sworn, deposes and says: 
That she has read the foregoing petition by her subscribed and that 
she knows the contents thereof; that the facts therein alleged upon 
her personal knowledge are true, and those stated upon information 
and belief she believes to be true. 

VANDELIA THORNTON. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 22nd. day of September, 
1903. 


ARTHUR R. COLBURN, 

[seal.] Notary Public in and for the District of Columbia. 
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20 In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

Vandelia Thornton 
vs. 

Richard H. Thornton. 

Now comes the petitioner in the above entitled cause by her 
solicitor and moves the court for reasonable maintenance and 
attorney’s fees. 

J. M D. CARRINGTON, 

Solicitor for Petitiorier. 

Take notice that I will move the court on Friday, the 9th. day of 
October, 1903, at 10 o’clock a. m., or as soon thereafter as counsel 
can be heard, Mr. Justice Anderson presiding, to consider the above 
motion. 

J. M D. CARRINGTON, 

Solicitor for Petitioner. 

To Mr. Royal Hughes, Esq., solicitor for respondent. 

R. A. HUGHES, 
Per A. W. G. 

21 District op Columbia, To wit: 

Personallyappeared before—thesubscriber John Henry Allen, and 
made oath, that he is thirty-six years of age, and resides at 1421 
Third street, northwest, in the city of Washington, District of Co¬ 
lumbia; and is a shoemaker by trade and occupation; that he is 
acquainted with Vandelia Thornton, and has known her about 
three years; he is also acquainted with Richard H. Thornton, her 
husband, and has known him some time longer; that one day 
during the month of last May, the said Richard H. Thornton told 
him that his wife Vandelia Thornton was “ no good ” and that he 
did not intend to live with her any longer, and that he liked another 
woman better; I do not know the woman’s name, but I have seen 
him with her frequently, I have seen her at his office in his coal 
yard, and I have seen him give her money there; I have seen him 
riding about town in a carriage with her; I have several times re¬ 
monstrated with him about his treatment of his wife on account of 
that woman. He came to me on one occasion and wanted me to 
give him some tickets to a baseball game, with which I was con¬ 
nected ; I declined to give them to him as they were to be given to 
this same woman; I told him if he wanted tnem for his wife that 
he could get them; but I would not encourage him in that sort of 
thing; he kind of fell out with me on that account. I used to be 
about his coal yard four or five times a day; my shop is just around 
the corner from him; the yard is conducted in his name, and he 
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told me it was his, and it is so understood in the neighborhood, and 
I know he does a good business there; he has told me in the winter 
times on Saturdays he would take in thirty-five or forty dol- 
22 lars; it was not an uncommon thing to see him with fifty or 
sixty dollars in his pocket. He told me some time ago that 
he had borrowed quite a large sum of money, I think more than a 
thousand dollars, and he intended to use a good deal of it in the 
coal yard; of course, I do not know what he did with it. 

JOHN HENEY ALLEN. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 23rd day of September, 
1903. 


[seal.] 


AKTHUR R. COLBURN, 

Notary Public, D. C. 


District of Columbia, To wit : 

Personallj' appeared before me the subscriber Dennis Johnson 
and made oath that he is about fifty-eight years of age, and his busi¬ 
ness is expressman for the St. James hotel, Washington, D. C., 
and he resides at 1528 Third street, N. W., Washington, D. C,, that 
he is a brother in law of Richard Thornton, whose wife is Vandelia 
Thornton; that over a year ago Vandelia Thornton came running 
to his house with her husband, Richard, in pursuit of her; it was 
about 4 o’clock in the morning; affiant went out and told him to 
stop and have no fuss; she came into my house, and he went off; he 
said something about her having his mone}’’; she then asked affiant 
to accompany her to get her baby; she said she was afraid to go 
alone; affiant went with her and she went into the house and in a 
short time came out with her baby; he took them both back with him 
to his (affiant’s) house; she stayed at his house for some time, 
23 he does not know exactly how long, perhaps aday or two; then, 
affiant thinks, they made it up and she went back. About a 
month ago on Sunday night, about 11 o’clock, affiant heard some¬ 
one crying down stairs in his house; he asked his wife what it was 
and she said that Vandelia was there; Vandelia said they would not 
let her stay at home, and asked affiant and his wife to let her stay; affi¬ 
ant knows nothing wrong with her and she is very pleasant and 
agreeable, and is at affiant’ house now. Richard, her husband, has 
not been there for her. Affiant saw Richard and told him that he 
had better compromise this business or settle it in some way, and he 
said there was no compromise in it. Affiant could do nothing more; 
and is sorry for their troubles. Affiant knows that Richard Thorn¬ 
ton runs the coal yard, but he does not know what Richard does 
with the money; he does a pretty good business. 

his 

DENNIS X JOHNSON, 

mark 
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Subscribed and sworn to before me this 23rd day of September, 
1903 by his mark. 

ARTHUE E. COLBURN, 

[seal.] Notat'y Public, D. G. 


24 Affidavit of Royal Hughes. 

Filed October 23,1903. 


County op Washington, \ 
District of Columbia, f 


Personallj’^ appeared before me Royal A. Hughes, Esq., att’y at 
law, who being by me first duly sworn, according to law deposes 
and says: 

That he is the attorney for the defendant Richard Thornton in 
eq. cause #24,174, Vandelia Thornton vs. Richard Thornton. That 
affiant informed the complainant in said cause through her attorney 
J. M. D. Carrington, that as the defendant in said cause was not the 
cause of the complainant leaving him and his home that he would 
not consider any proposition to make provisions for her support and 
maintenance while she continued to absent herself from the defend¬ 
ant and his home, but that the defendant’s home was open to the 
defendant whenever she desired to return thereto, and that the de¬ 
fendant stood ready and willing to carry out all of his obligations 
as a loyal husband, whenever the complainant saw fit to return to 
him and his home. 

Affiant further avers, that this proposition, coming from the com¬ 
plainant was rejected by the defendant. 

Affiant further avers, upon information and belief, that the com¬ 
plainant has refused and does still continue to refuse to return to 
the defendant and his home, notwithstanding the proposition made 
to the complainant, that the defendant’s home was open to receive 
her whenever she desired to return thereto. 

Affiant further avers that the loan of eleven hundred dollars 
mentioned by the complainant in her bill of complaint, was 
25 not secured by the defendant, but that said loan was nego¬ 
tiated by the affiant for the defendant’s mother. 

ROYAL A: HUGHES. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 24th day of October, A. D. 
1903. 


J. R. YOUNG, Clerk; 

By R. J. MEIGS, Jr., Ass't CVk. 
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Affidavit of Deft as to Inability to Pay Expenses. 

Filed October 24,1903. 

In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, Holding an 

Equity Court. 

Vandelia Thornton ) 

vs. > Eq. # 24174, Eq. Doc. 54. 

Richard Thornton. ) 

Personally appeared before me the subscriber, a notary public in 
and for the county of Washington, District of Columbia, Clara 
Thornton, who being by me first duly sworn according to law de¬ 
poses and says: 

That she is a citizen of the United States, and a resident of the 
District of Columbia. That she is about sixty five years of age, and 
resides at 1520 Third St. N. W., in the city of Washington, District 
of Columbia. 

That she is the mother of the defendant, Richard Thornton and 
the mother in law of the complainant, Vandelia Thornton, in the 
above entitled cause. 

That immediately after their marriage, the defendant and 
26 complainant came to the city of Washington, District of 
. Columbia to live, and since, have lived at i| 1520 Third St., 
N. W. in said city and District. 

That during all of the time of her said marriage with the defendant, 
the complainant has received every consideration of love and affec¬ 
tion both from the defendant and affiant. Tliat she has been fur¬ 
nished with a nice and comfortable home, and has been provided 
with every reasonable comfort and necessity. 

Affiant further avers that she herself, has always treated the com¬ 
plainant, with love and affection; has given to the complainant even 
to the exclusion of her own children, and both she and the defendant 
have done all in their power to make the complainant happy and 
comfortable. 

That the defendant has worked hard during all of the time since 
his said intermarriage with the complainant, and affiant sincerely 
avers that the defendant has contributed faithfully and loyally 
towards the support and maintenance of the complainant. 

That the defendant has not only provided and furnished com¬ 
plainant with a nice and comfortable home, but that he has always 
provided her with suitable, comfortable and necessary clothing as 
far as his means and ability would permit him. 

Affiant further avers that the defendant has worked hard since 
his intermarriage with the complainant, and has received on an 
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average of seven ($7.00) dollars per week for his work, from which 
amount he has cared for and supported complainant. 

Afldant further avers that there has never been any occasion or 
necessity for the complainant going out to work, as she has 

27 always been provided with sufficient and comfortable cloth¬ 
ing and every other reasonable necessity. 

Affiant further avers that the complainant is extremely jealous of 
the defendant without cause, and that her leaving home on both 
occasions as set forth in her said bill of complaint was due solely to 
her jealousy, and to no ill treatment on the part of the defendant. 

Affiant further avers that she has the greatest feeling and consid¬ 
eration for the complainant, that the defendant and complainant 
have been under her observation since the time of their said inter¬ 
marriage until the time of the complainant’s last leaving, and that 
the defendant has in no way mistreated tlie complainant, but on the 
contrary, the defendant has always been kind, loving and affection¬ 
ate to complainant. 

Affiant further avers that she has never requested the complain¬ 
ant to leave her home, nor has the affiant ever been induced by the 
defendant so to request complainant, but avers that on many occa¬ 
sions when the complainant would make her threats to leave home, 
as she often did, affiant would reason with and persuade complain¬ 
ant not to go away, all of which at times was of no avail. 

Affiant further*avers that at no time since their intermarriage has 
the defendant been the cause of the complainant leaving her home, 
but that the complainant left of her own accord, and that affiant’s 
home has been and still is open to complainant. 

Affiant further avers that she, and not the defendant is the owner 
of the coal yard situated at #1620 Fourth St., N. W., in said city and 
District, and that the defendant is in the employe of the affiant as 
her manager and receives for his services in this respect the sum of 
seven of ($7.00) dollars per week. 

28 AflSant further avers that she has no interest whatever in 
this suit. 

Affiant further avers that a few months ago, she and not the de¬ 
fendant borrowed the sum of eleven hundred ($1,100) dollars, and 
that the defendant and complainant joined in the deed of trust to 
secure said amount. That the defendant lias no interest whatever 
in said coal yard, other than what he receives for his weekly work, 
to wit, seven ($7.00) dollars per week as aforesaid. 

CLARA THORNTON. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 11th. day of September, 
A. D. 1903. 


[seal.] 


GEORGE F. COLLINS, 

Notary Public, D, C. 
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Affidavit of Phillip A. Stewart. 

Filed October 24,1903. 

Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

Vandelia Thornton | 

vs. > Equity. No. 24174. 

Richard Thornton. | 

Personally appeared before the subscriber, a notary public in and 
for the District of Columbia, Philip A. Stewart and made oath that 
he lives with his family No. 54 Pierce street, northwest, in 
29 this city, and that he drives a coal wagon ; that he has known 
Richard Thornton intimately for about fifteen years; that 
affiant used to drive for him ; that the coal yard is carried on in the 
name of the said Thornton; that last winter it was not an uncom¬ 
mon thing to take in said coal yard from one hundred and one 
liundred and seventy-five dollars per day; thatsaid Richard Thorn¬ 
ton sent messages b}’’ affiant, and his other drivers sometimes, to a 
woman living at No. 406 P street, northwest, in this city, such as 
to meet him at certain places and sending her money; that affiant 
has seen Vandelia Thornton, the wife of said Richard Thornton, 
come to his office and ask him for a little money, and he would curse 
at her and abuse her and treat her very roughly and one occasion I 
saw him strike her; that affiant knows that Richard Thornton 
moved said woman to No. 2012 E street, northwest, from No. 406 P 
street, and sent her messages just as he did before and also sent a 
carriage for her removal. 

PHILIP A. STEWART. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 24th day of October, 1903 

ALBERT HARPER, 

[seal.] Notary Public, D. G. 


3—1406a 
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Affidavit of Richard H. Lewis. 

Filed November 10,1903. 
lu the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 
Thornton ) 

vs. y Equity. No. 24174. 
Thornton. ) 


District of Columbia, $s : 

30 Personall}' appeared,before thesubscriber, Richard H. Lewis, 

who made oath that he resides at No. 425 0 Streetalley: that he 
knows Adela and Richard Thornton; that he worked at the coal 
yard of Richard Thornton; that while there, on several occasions, 
he took messages and money from Richard Thornton to Fannie 
Tansill, 406 P street, N. W.; that he has seen Adele Thornton at 
the coal yard of her husband and has heard him use some rough 
language toward her; that he knows she removed from No. 406 P 
street, to 2012 E street, N. W., and he knows that Richard Thornton 
paid for her removal, because he sent the money to pay for it by 
him. 

RICHARD H. LEWIS. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 6th. day of November, 
1903. 


[SBAL.] 


ALBERT HARPER, 

Notary Public, D. G. 


Replication. 

' Filed October 23,1903. 

4 

Vandblia Thornton) 

vs. > Equity. No. 24174. 

Richard Thornton, j 

The petitioner joins issue with the defendant, upon the matters 
and things set forth in his answer filed in the above entitled suit,, 
leave of the court having first been obtained. 

J. McD. CARRINGTON, 

SoPr for Petitioner. 
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31 Ord&t' for Alimony. 

Filed December 17,1903. 

In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

Vandblia Thornton ) 

vs. y In Equity. No. 24174. 

Richard H. Thornton. ) 

Upon consideration of the petition filed by the plaintiff in the 
above entitled cause, praying for alimony and maintenance poidente 
lite, and the answer thereto and the affidavits filed; it is this 17tli 
day of December, 1903, ordered, adjudged and decreed that the de¬ 
fendant pay to the plaintiff or her attorney, J. McDowell Carring¬ 
ton, the sum of fifteen dollars ($15.) on or before the 20th day of 
December, 1903, and the said sum on the 20th. day of each succes¬ 
sive month thereafter until the further order of the court. 

And it is further ordered that this cause be and the same is 
hereby referi’ed to Fountain Peyton one of the. examiners of this 
court, to take the proofs therein. 

By the court: 

THOS. H. ANDERSON. Justice. 


32 . ' Notice of Appeal. 

Filed January 7,1904. 

In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, Holding an 

Equity Court. 


Vandblia Thornton 
vs. 

Richard H. Thornton. 

Now comes the defendant in the above entitled cause, through bis 
attorneys, Hughes and Gray, and moves the court for an appeal 
from a decree passed in the above entitled cause on the l7th day of 
December A. D. 1903, awarding alimony pendente lite, and ask- that 
the appeal bond be fixed at fifty ($50.) dollars. Upon consideration 
thereof the appeal is granted and bona in this cause is fixed at $50. 
By the court: 

THOS. H. ANDERSON, Justice. 
Memorandum, 

1 ♦ ► * . 

January 11,1904.—Appeal bond filed. 


1 Equity. No. 24174, Doc. No. 54. 
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33 Order to Prepare Transcript, 

Filed February 11,1904. 

In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

I 


Vandelia Thornton 

vs. ^Equity. No. 24174, Doc. 54. 

Richard H. Thornton, j 


The clerk will please prepare transcript of record in the above 
entitled cause, and include in the same the following papers: 

Bill filed. Sept. 1,1903 

Answer of defendant filed. Sept. 19,1903 

Petition for alimony and counsel fees filed. Oct. 20,1903 

Affidavit of Royal A. Hughes filed.■ Oct. 23,1903 

Affidavit of Clara Thornton filed,. Oct. 24,1903 

Affidavit of Philip A. Stewai't filed... Oct. 24,1903 

Affidavit of Richard H. Lewis filed. Nov. 10,1903 

Replication filed..... Oct. 23,1903 

Order granting alimony'file.d..‘‘-2|-.. Dec. 17,1903 

Notice of appeal filed*/..... . Jan. 7,1904 

" ' ‘“eIOYAL a. hughes and 

; n-, AUGUSTUS W. GRAY, 

^ Attorneys for Defendant. ■ 
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Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

j-ss: 


United States of America, 

District of Columbia, 

I, John R. Young, clerk of the supreme court of the District of 
Columbia, hereby certify the foregoing pages, numbered from 1 to 
33, inclusive, to be a true and correct transcript of the record, as per 
directions of counsel herein filed, copy of which is made part of this 
record, in cause No. 24,174, equity, wherein Vandelia Thornton, is 
complainant, and Richard Thornton is defendant, as the same re¬ 
mains upon the files and of record in said court. 

In testimony whereof, I hereunto subscribe 
Seal Supreme Court my name and affix the seal of said court, at 
of the District of the city of Washington, in said District, this 
Columbia* 24th day of February, A. D. 1904. 

JOHN R. YOUNG, Glffrh. 


m 


Endorsed on cover: District of Columbia supreme court. Nq.$#j 
1406. Richard Thornton, appellant, vs. Vandelia Thornton. Cou^l * 
of Appeals, District of Columbia. Kled Feb. 26,1904. Herup;!^ 
Hodge^ clerk. ' ‘‘ ‘ ‘ 

















